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Abstract

Negative workplace gossip is currently widespread in the workplace as a phenomenon. While
gradually attracting attention from the scholars, it also requires the correct intervention of man-
agers. Based on the theory of resource conservation, this study explores the impact of negative
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workplace gossip on the employees’ innovation performance and verifies the mediating role of the
employees’ silence behavior and the moderating role of transformational leadership. Through a
questionnaire survey of 262 employees, regression analysis results show that negative workplace
gossip is significantly negatively correlated with the employees’ innovation performance; the em-
ployees’ silence behavior plays a part of the mediating role between negative workplace gossip
and the employees’ innovation performance; transformational leadership plays a negative regu-
latory role in the impact of negative workplace gossip on the employees’ silence behavior, which
means if the transformational leader is stronger, negative workplace gossip has weaker influence
on the employees’ silence behavior.
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1. 5|

J\EMGossip) =& FETEAH I FH, N5 A Z 18] LAIE [ 85 1N NP A& 66 RATEIH ISR =07 1 FL
N1 B AT A (Foster, 2004) . J\EME N A2 PAAAE TR ], IX 0 T8 iXU5 403 = NME B3R IE
. A UE VA E BAREE BRI, B —E R AR S HERSRG . S5k ik
WEIAE 2, B AR R R R SIS RN AR, R EAL TR SN & T A5 31,
FEH s VI N B, BRI i )\ EMERE B RO 7 — PN TR R B G . BRI )\ EMRYE R0 1)
WARREER, w2k “EIEm \E” R B 0m\E" o “BUAIER/\E 2T R
ML F5 B BE 77 B 4 A Nk ) S5 IETH Y 25 1 )\ Eh, T BRI SR\ b 0 an e BRI i e B AR ST
VS B WU A7 T P 25 1) J\ #h(de Gouveia, Van Vuuren, & Crafford, 2005). 7EIRS2A= 3%, BRIZ A7 )\ £ K
AEAESE 3k, 17 20 4 )\ Eh 5 7= AR TR By s o Bkt BRIt J\ 2h(Negative Workplace Gossip)
SR I TR B B A N TE T J5 1R 7 BUHCA [1)7% 27 . (Chandra & Robinson, 2009). B8 X —HL %
AR, BB ES N IME S HLRN R —E M A g, 24 g o — B E AL
FUE K. B H AR, Ry G\ EMEIZRE RO — RIVER S Im AT A (IR HE T . BRI,
HE2W )G, EAMAZUT RSSO R 7t B i (Feinberg, Willer, & Schultz, 2014; Foster, 2004) .
AR T R IR w8547, B ST )\ B A 252 6 TR X7 2 AN =5 B 2, BT DAL= A 1)
SO AR SRR, Xk B A RS A S A B A

R, 20 TGN 3 OB 7 70 J\NENSE, 2 A O 72 A X AL ZURIAR 45 )\ [ = 110 PR
SR UL R R A HE R B0 UL (FEE DS, 45 T-AK, 2018). X WLIRS 0 £ (2 A e J\ =2 18 2% [ © IS ) £
K F1 B T bR O = AR R 67T\ MRS 90 R R R AL % G MR SE T, TR AT bR
RAES R TIFEARNAZISAE TAE FRE ), B ECCAESEEN TS A To0 TR . sa il
HEME, HTRALHFELETAS T, SUITHEBRART B S5 )\ ENREE G 457 1) 57 )\ EhER
S FISTEUA TR IO AR, XS 5 TR T ANRE S OSSR TAEZ 4b, 3 2 IS T RIRS 7142
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TN NGRS AA AU AN BT TR . AT R, 2450iR A 5 T AR RN 3 [ OB EU 60 )\ EM
IRAE N KR WAL SO dis sCEHATHT, BT B CIUE )R BT Ry 0 J e, B
% NIk R F B ANGCER 1) 7 XA E Ayoxt B il 78 7 HR Y 41T\ EhIZ — AN R 550 ) el 2 (e 4, 2018)

PUCTUUBRAT A2 48 R T TR R JE R T H A S AU R B L, G BA R IR B
R ol i 9845 B AT A (Morrison & Milliken, 2000). 1 FR AL GEsCib i “UiERZE 4" A “ IR
AR 2, TR ARl A i 53 TS ) TR I DT ERAT v o FR AL G i) v g AR SRR N B 2 R] PR AT 450
B, FikBHEET “ZEE, DUiE” )RR, DRERAERR, HRETFIEREE, F5A
AT AR S HA G AN [F) 2 L8 I Bl (5 B SO #E S HAT, #E L 54 RF R U1 A FroG
2, RS EEAL TR EMREE KR, REFHZVRMFNE. Bk, REHR TR S TR
B A ( T4, 2015).

TEHH, BPFR IR S AL O SE 4 1% O 2R (Emst, 2001), 17 52 AN GIF G180 (e 3 5 H
5 R ANV AT R FE AR SN /g B BB G806 0 LR A BEE s 2 5 DL AT v . (BAEZHZR
W RTIAE S 2 BRI 2R BRI . H R R TR SO AT AR ST L A NS HLH A
YEFE . MRYERE FEAFE R TN ANWEIE 5. TESP . SREUSONRSE &N ARG F 5
A ZUREL. AR A A GG RE 155 . kvl A, WA ZERE K, 7 TOE 75 E AR
T AU I SRR, TR F i\ B AR R N o b\ B3 80E T AR H 2 L

IR, TR TS AR SN B BN A4 BT 223 F1R 20 2 B A T 5 0 2 b A
TERIELE M R R RS B RIR I, 258U TIANABSE R H SN AR 77 70 = 5580, M
TR/ T ARG Y, SEm B S G, 4 4, X1, 2019). 24 53 TR 21 B B HR 3% o i )\ EMt AT 2577 A 3
WA Ik, DRy S Ak SR 2 BHURR SR, L Lo BB IR A RN, b B B 1AM T e ik BT ER
ITRRGA B OISR, AWME—2 28 E SIS RRIS, ok B S SR KE— P8k, X —df
G RIROAFENR Y “ BEURIR IR R o [EIN, SO TR SR\ E R — R 2 TR R BRI AR
bREENARSS, TEEEIR 5O\ BN 27 A2 B0 SRR 77 B VEAE, 1 G T UTERAT g — Rl R S
WA FIRMR AT, R, AR FOERET R ES A, 8 “ R TUlERAT R BRI
JNES B TR SR A A AR &, X =38 2 (AR FPLEEAT R .

FEANME A, AR Y AT (1) 40 5 XU A BRI 4 3 ke R IR 5 UE S 2o nt B PR AR R, B A A R R
FEIE T30, 7 SERRE HE R FE S I — P R AP U, SR AR S IR A5 7 e i o3 T N AE 75
K, AR A AP T H 3R UL H 4L B AR A 07 (i ifi%, 2019). BT SESEUEN], R LA THES
I KRR NS AR 2 B A 0 28 TP AR A T A AR o3, A0 3 A8 AR vh AR S S A T
P4 1E [ 520 B 0T TAE SR FIE A8 (Huang et al., 2003), A5 7 20 A9 0 IR £ {845 51 T Xt
T SUBSN B PR, B SR B TR H O TAERNE, WS EA ST e 8, A
G EARAEE 28T TAERAREM L (Premeaux & Bedeian, 2003). 11728 3 Y45 S gl 2 388 i T 0 i)
SUFHRHE, @SSR T R B P SRR SR E S RE 1) B AR, [ £ S0 2 S P S )
BB & T s AL 2R B AR(Y ukl, 2002). [AItE, T “HRIZ SR\ - A TUTERAT N - R LABHSR0” X
— AR, ARRFFUERE CRERNG” E R AR R, W ERNSIE R E R B BEE, e
JNENFEA % TTERAT 9 B R R B R

2. EREAMSHRMBR
2.1. RigsiE/\#5 R TRMITA
TR A AT 0, T \ED R A Y, T 91T\ B i e O 7 5 A ke \ b FL AR
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RBEXS 7 2 5 F B N AT 1) 25 A NBRAT A . BRI i )\ b Bl )\ Eh 2 (VAR AT 9, g init
BRAT (L, 2018). ML AAE R St )\, BANEE Q2 fui \ENG R T YN E AR
R T HADNRIHER, EFERECHSERCEZ R MHE LT, HmEEs hr R, &
B OIS RA S — DR IR AR RS, M T BRIk T 8uk, £l
T E S RIERRE, AMESIEBERY H O UABE I BRE—P Rk, WEAUR I, A TR AR bR
ZE B ML FEIFRHF, BB Z B 50\ E 5 TR B RRRIUBR DR B O B — 2P
i, WO T B R BLE Y B AR 50\ E R S 25 m 2 CAEIZ A R AT AR JE R R
(45 (Ashforth & Humphrey, 1995). #/\EMY 5 T &R E], Xk F AR Al e 5 5 N E L1
I IEFIRE 77, S ECH ATHA M BIR R, BT TR AT RERL GRS B R BHRAS PR AR Bk, B2 i)
EREUTERAT N
Bk, $R R 1. BUg 0\ EE M 5 TUUBRAT .
2.2. RIRARITHEHNER

24 5 TR ARSI B O 2 iU i )\, ARG 4. SEIEA RIIZIL. BT AAsHE
Jii s A HABAH RO PR R R 2 B0, RAE e, TR T AN 2 T 8 BT SR80 AL e (i 4
2018). WHFLINA, R LHEHRE S AT R R FEm 5 T8O A 2513 (Dundon et al., 2004), JTERAT Xt A
TEUA TR G455, 2008). 85 TUCERIT A 0 TS Z AR RN H, 4PREW, 7
TUCERAT A XHE S5 SRR A SO BA SRS (T FE2, R, 2014). T HA AR, fEHHH
L RREATE BTN, SKIRNIAE(2016)IN 0 B3 T2 814 28 O RRIL AN N BRELZ), —J7 1] BA7e 20 A A
SRR BEIR, TERCEANR R, BRI AR OSSR, 55— Jr e w] LAt 53 AR IR RS A (Y AR
UL AT ECR, BB AL AR AUERY, PAETEERR TS 55 AR TE
S5 B S RAE B2, IRE] T BEER, RETERRARRHE 2R A (5, 2018).

Hit, SRS 2. Gy TUTERAT N SRR S L AH SR

e LR A S RO ENE, 2 0 TR A Sl 2P i )\ E s, ® T H AT SR Ok
I, SR TR GO RO B i )\, T THUIBRAT oA 2 S A O AR, bR
BUOHE K LR A H LR R A RIS HL(Elliot & Devine, 1994), BVl ff24 5.0 38 R 32 (17 A AR
Rz E S QST AR AR UL BB A, B S\ b B3 T AR GUERAT Y, TR B3 TR
1Rzt G B SR80 A f e 520 o

Hidt, PRHVERBE 3: R TUUBAT AE U Sl )\ Eh 5 R TSR iR A E .

2.3. ZRAFSHFHIER

HT R EIR, MRIAT SIS 1 IRER AL R B S B i MU R BLA BHR SR, A
PRI GRS A 2 5100 B 1 PR R AR R 7y, BE TRV AR M A AR S A TARAT . X
—HRARTE, ERS T R THAN TR DAWTZ SIS R, R A SRR e A 15
BRSPS RE, 0 LA BHRRETR, WA A IR, RO IR B AR, AmE
i) T3 3 P UUBRAT 9 T 3sURExT B & TAR S B3R AR A OL T, HAB I mMmE. A&
T HTEME S BRI T, RENE MM B TR S G, (it R TR SERIB R H AR, £ CBE R i BRI 03 T
YU GG RVE ST, ATTFTBA TIRUTERAT () % 45, 2011). WA RIS SR N —Fhag T m) ;3 TA%IE
L R SN A 0 5 3, xS DRI 5, A8 B3 38 52 Ut i\ B OGO AT B AR AN
MR, a1 T FSE . TR SHL R, Sdib 7 Tis A e S g ok i@, JF R Txt
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WL TR S B ONR BAT IR, (e R THOT R, P S. FHNZIm S, ZEH
YUFIEE T EIE IS " AL, XA U B A BEAR 3 TR A O BRI 2R (7 5% 2, 2014),
O R AT RDUER . P AAE B3 T2 PR G i )\ b 582 RIS G, RS SR MR b
ETHLSPR R TR, SOMTER SR, R —ma R b b 78 i TR IRTEAE, (28 03 TUeER
TR -

A, $R RS 4. ARFERGURAEIRY i )\ Eh S i TUUBRAT Dy 2 8] S 2 G e 5 7R o

2.4. Bips )/ \Eh%t 5 T Al ETE =2 nm

FRIRORAT B AR IIA AN N BEIR (A 7] B AROIRES . @RS RS2 A R, Mee
SRS JRE. RA7 5 454 H O BRE I (Hobfoll, 1989). FFREH, MERIAIHS S 23 H S 15
&, B ) AZURBEIRIREI . BT, B BEEREL, U0 TR B O 2B i )\ EP S S
FAERX A RALURES, AT gt 25220 m, T8 8 CE % RS UK E 5 0441 B 1,
B\ ENE S AE AR 8] 5 3R AR I 8] AP od £ 46 9% — g I T RS ) 23 oo | O FHI . AN
2%, SRR IR AR\ E 0 T IS TAE BN B, B 2 mm B R TR S AL
MBE ) 5 SR B B R, DM R, BRI R I e TR R R T kIEiE 11,
M4 JTER S J\EME) 53 T R FATE 78 R \ER . AN B (1 28 S5 R AR i Je vkt k)i g (5t 5 TG4,
2020), ZkIMALE 2 TAE SR I AE .

[, BRI\ EM R s\ B M B SR ES 5O, XA R E R )\ E
BV . TEEICUT. TSRS RORAE (Martin & Hine, 2005). #5177 S 80\ Eh 77 4 TAES)
JIR D FIGIIE 77 R B LI5S0 AE, 2015). Ak, FELTIEA SN \ENG, W)\ ERE TR ALK R (A
AP )\ F R IR PE(Anderson et al., 2011), ANFT )\ EhE I A S 52 22 18] ) R4 H.B) 9% R B
FARIEE, JEmHATT G347 e AR AR (Estrada et al., 2016), AT SEEIH SN . H4b,
AR G T ORI 70 R IR G\ AR 5 TR B SO i S R (0, 2018).

Bk, $2HRE 5. BRI G\ S 2 01 TR k.

ZEEPTR, AHFFUEE T SR IR AL, UL TOUERAT N h AR B AR R AT i
AR R AU, PRNERTT IR S0\ E0] 5t TR SR s ma gL o 18 SO BRI ] 1 R

AR 4

Bz 60 )\ s A TUERIT N AT OIS

Figure 1. Theoretical model
1. FIptREY

3. fIRFG*E
3.1. LR
B FE UL Al b R ER 5 TR B 5, ST ) 3 R AR R A T G IR A, A A
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& 262 By FENOGUHRHET T, FEARRKBARMRWT: YRy, #ik#E B TR 46.9%, %«
PR T oA 53.1%; AFRE 7T, ik 18 Z LU R i 1.1%, 18~25 % (4 48.1%, 26~35 % 4 27.1%, 36~45
% i 17.2%, 45 L LA B 6.5%: U7, #ikE b AR E G 3.8%, KFELFRNE 8.0%, KFEA
Bt 58.4%, ity 27.5%, &P B 2.3%; M TAEERRKRE, #lE TIFE 1 FEDAN L 43.1%, T
£ 1~5 415 26.7%, 6~10 4F /7 9.2%, 11~15 4F 5 9.9%, 16~20 45 3.4%, 20 “ELL L/ 7.6%.

32. METHR

A FUER I S H P R R AR EX AR AT . 7R I ET AR, KRR
FI A 1S R

B3z 6 )\ Eh: SR Chandra Il Robinson (2009)F &K HIERMH, I 3 ANET. BI “H1100HAD
FIEXT AR T — S A vPAn 7« IR TRIHARR SE WAL RE T AR TR \E” L IR TR AR S
IR T — SN HAREENE” « ERF T, U500\ E &R K Cronbach’s o 44 0.846.

RLYTERAT 9. SR ADE 4 45 (2008) g il 1) b L 15 5t T 1 3R LU BRAT A IR B H , 356 4 A8
Bl: “AERHEREE, ERFMZBE— T, DRBONRKEIIARRZE” o TR PE KR
B, IBTHT, CRAZERERIEN” . “RAPRHZELSE, AZUHBASHERZTE” o M
Al 2 [ YRR AR, B B2 Y27 AEARDEF T, AL ITEAT NI &R Cronbach’s o RECH 0.734.

G CANE S8 K 5 355 A (2007) H R S AF& A B Ak SC A st = 4e 2 R H , 304 3 AN,
B TG R NOIHFER F MRS LR SRIRS 7« CIRIE TR P GG R AR R A A B SE R B
M7 s, B AR — iR A QTR O ) T R o TEARRER A, 5
TARIHGURE LK Cronbach’s a £%4 0.748.

AR RIAN G SR AT (2005) IR AR S i AS R H , 48 7 MBI B RS SRE D)
RALL” o RIS IE H O TAE, TIEPILO SHBOOE” « “IROM S BYETFRE, DAETFH,
BT RNER” RIS THBANE W TAE, SR TERARERRE” o “IRIOTT M HRE
N, AERBF” o CRIMPAITBENANGR, RORHTE” « “BROSSESTNEEE, THTF
SRS RIS OMAE 0 T, AR TR o EATIL R, ARG R
Cronbach’s o &% 0.901.,

BRI R BOCEIERTE G S NOGEm—A s, ks F. 0. TEFR. T
PERIALS ATk DAAERSTAS [FAMA R 22T RS i )\ Eh s 03 TUTERAT M DA K 52 R Sos s Ot -

33. GtREER

A 748 H SPSS 22.0 A1 AMOS 23.0 #4347 S8 0 M. N TR IG AR 7R 8B B X 038, &
WA FI P AMOS 23.0 SR HE4TBIE 1 RT3 87« 35 SPSS 22.0 11 SPSS PROCESS #ift- 45 & /2 Yk 1 VA 40 #r
150 Bootstrap 2R A B FLAH FHR H AR 1 o

4. HHREGR
4.1 FESHESH

NI FE AT SEVE RN ROPE, AR SO &R B R R IS RSO AT T AR .

5 FERT IS AT L&A S & 1Y Cronbach’s o 540, 45 KH, &AL&EN Cronbach’s o REII KT
0.7, FRACKRHAMEREA RIGHGEE, T LIk A%,

MPERT I T 1, ARSCRA T AMOS23.0 S PUAMN R ST 7R EE F 14381 (CFA). % 1 7R 15k
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HERF TSR, 38 1 R, MRS,  TU RT3 38 AR AR R 5 S bR O 0 & SUR o B
A BAEP-EFEAR N CFl =0.945, GFI=0.910, IFI =0.945, TLI =0.933, RMSEA = 0.061, AGFI = 0.878,
X UL A 78 A RS i )\ E . B EUTERAT N, R LRI G, AR RS BB X 4 R .

Table 1. Confirmatory factor analysis results
= 1 WIEMEFORER

Y r df Ay? (Adf) CFI GFI IFI TLI RMSEA  AGFI
PR AR 221.025 113 1.956 0.945 0.910 0.945 0.933 0.061 0.878
SRR 373933 116 3.224 0.868 0.845 0.869  0.845 0.092 0.796
T TR 482145 118 4.086 0.813 0.806 0.815  0.785 0.109 0.748
B TR 865.219 119 7.271 0.618 0.658 0.621 0.563 0.155 0.560

VE: PR RRR Sm )\ EN + RTPOERRITON + RLEPRSUL + RERGT); R G\ + 37
TUEAT A + RTARSR. ZHEMGT); =R PR i/ + JTIERIT N B TS, 2R
); DR U T\ RITPORIT 8. R TEIHSR. ZRERGT).

4.2. RGP SHEX S

WA YRS HT 45 A% 2 Fime e 2 WTAL, BV 500 J\Eh 15 B T0TBRAT 49 535 TEAH 6 (r = 0,350,
p<0.01): B LUIERAT A bt LEUHT SN S S4(r = —0.401, p < 0.01): B G 1 /\ 35 5 L AUHT 4
T HMF(r=-0.278, p < 0.01): X F A AHT FE B AR GE T 115 S

Table 2. The mean, standard deviation, and correlation coefficient of the variables

2 TEMHE. WEEFHEXRY

A HE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
115 1
24 -0.303" 1
3.5/ 0.022 -0.175" 1
4 TAEF IR -0.204™ 0.835" -0.299" 1
5. TAERMI RS 04707 -0.309" -0.025 —0.251" 1
6.7k 0.084 -0.088 0.026 -0.071 0.253" 1

700354 \F  0.076  -0.074 -0.049 -0.014 -0.167" -0.032 1

8. TyiBk4T A 01777 -0.155" -0.05 -0.145" -0.009 0.103 0.359™ 1

* *

9. THIFs -0.165 0.202™  0.032 0.147° -0.065 -0.092 -0.460" -0.401" 1

*

1045 % A4S —-0.004  0.032 0.066 —-0.068 0.029 -0.054 -0.278" -0.250" 0425~ 1
YoM 1531  2.798 3.164 2.267 1.908 5.66 2.553 2979 3497 3.616

i 0.5 0.959 0.758 1.545 0.618 3.226 0.879 0.698 0.673 0.679

VE: N=262, *¥7/~p<0.05, **FE7/~p<0.01,
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4.3. RigRe

Nz 3 R, FHIREAMER . FEE . 0. TAEFER. TERMERARFTARATIE, M HEREH
PP FAR BT . I e 3 R RERAL 6 AT RN, RS T\ ER N A TUTERAT N A B IR (R =
0.273, p < 0.01), fRi& 1 H2I0UE; WAL 3 kN, = TUHUERAT AN A TAIHSURCE B3 AmEme =
—0.354, p < 0.01), R 2 MRI5IE; ERA 4, [EISRERY h [E 0 N ER S i )\ b5 01 T ERAT A,
X TRGHGRGHAT R, 45 SRR W] R Ty BT ot 2 TR ka4 2805 2 (B = —0.228, p < 0.01),
TRt J\ B 52 U BRAT A Bl R B 25 (B = —0.289, p < 0.01), i B & Lyt BRAT ATEERIZ F 1 )\ Fh
50 TSz MR 215 h A, Bk 3 /5 21500E; By 2 visn, BRIz i\ Ehx B TALH St
R A I B2 SR 2 (B = —0.351, p < 0.01), {5 5343k .

FiE— PR 3, AW FUME ] Bootstrap vEXT 53 TUTERAT T H A BONAE ARG . FEEE S A
A, PHAR AR FERS. . TAEER. TERMER . Frabirlk, B8 IR 5 )\,
HHAAR RN B TUCEAT N, AR N B LRI 8. 4% Bootstrap [FisfT45 R M, S LyiE 4T NI+
RN, A BNAEN-0.062, 95%M) E A5 IX 7] y[-0.134, —0.036], HAEE 0 1H. tbah, fEFEH T
RLYUBRAT X — R AR 2 5, B 5o )\ Ext 5 CA0E Sk B m 2%, 95% 1 B 15 X (a4
[-0.376, —0.203], AVEL{ O fA. ULAH R TUCBAT RTERRY fuli )\ 05 51 TR S8 [0 K455 4 A AE
H, CFF TR 3.

Table 3. Test on the mediating effect of the employees’ silence behavior
F* 3. RILMERITABN NN

A LA S RLUUERIT N
e
P 1 Bl 2 PR 3 A 4 P 5 FinY 6
BRI E
P -0.146 -0.104 -0.072 -0.064 0.209" 0.176"
RS 0.141 0.066 0.129 0.071 -0.035 0.023
=i 0.059 0.034 0.025 0.016 —0.096 -0.077
TAEFIR -0.009 0.015 -0.029 -0.002 -0.057 -0.076
TAEBI AL 0.034 -0.078 -0.010 -0.087 -0.125 -0.038
il -0.016 -0.015 -0.008 -0.01 0.023 0.023
HRE
B ST )\ b -0.351" -0.289" 0.273"
hARE
RTUBAT N —0.354" -0.228"
R? 0.063 0.261 0.188 0.307 0.069 0.18
AR? 0.063 0.198 0.126 0.244 0.069 0.111
F1E 2.842" 12790 8.427" 13.982" 3.172" 7.9717

vE: N=262, *¥7/~p<0.05, **%7~p<0.01,
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N TR AR R AT S AR BR S BT\ ER R R T OUBRAT O Z MR TR, 1 ekt AR B AT AR AL b
H, SR RUGER R R, B TUUEBRAT A BRI R TUUERAT N S AR ST 128 LI AR
B, 46 RTASROHTRL . RS MRETER WL 4 PR, Bk 4 mrm, EEE 3 4, B
BT )\ b 5 A8 A TR AR S 42 EL I R 35 (B = —0.153%, p < 0.01), 56 B R 5 &R A7 AE

Table 4. The moderating role test of transformational leadership
4. TERMSHWIFTERKRE

A LUTERAT N
Hoe
P 1 PR 2 Bl 3 iR 4
BHZE
PE5I 0.209" 0.176" 0.185" 0.177
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il 0.023 0.023 0.02 0.022
HEE
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R? 0.180 0.207 0.225
AR? 0.180 0.027 0.018
F1E 7.971" 8.242" 8.109™
AL & 4 3 5 9

FE: N =262, *%75p<0.05, **%75p<0.0l.
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0.149, p < 0.01), TEARACPRIARRE R T T, B35 G )\ Ent 51 THUBRAT NI IE 1] 52 58 (b = 0.357,
p <0.01).
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Figure 2. The moderating role of transformational leadership between the em-
ployees’ silence behavior and employee innovative performance
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Table 5. The mediating effect of employees’ silence at different levels of transformational leadership
5. BEAMSWAEIKER R TR T

KF RORAE BootSE 95% {7 [X [A] FFR 95% & {5 [X 1] T FR
IRAE A4 -0.0815 0.0254 -0.1340 -0.0361
AR R4 T -0.0577 0.0183 -0.0958 -0.0253
AR BT 4 -0.0340 0.0166 -0.0717 -0.0070

VE: N =262, *#75 p<0.05, *%7p<0.0L.
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